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Political  Change  or  Climate  Change: 
It's  Time  to  Act 


For  most  of  us,  the  many  changes  occurring  in  our 
environment,  which  scientists  believe  are  due  largely 
to  human-induced  climate  change,  are  hard  to 
see.  Is  there  really  anything  to  worry  about?  Why 
change  the  way  we  live  if  we  can't  see  a  reason  to  do 
it?  If  we  can't  see  a  freight  train  barreling  down  the 
tracks  toward  us,  why  jump  now? 

But  the  evidence  is  mounting.  If  the  trends  that 
scientists  are  seeing  now  continue,  tremendously 
harmful  consequences  could  result  in  the  decades 
ahead — for  our  food  and  water  supplies,  for  coastal 
communities,  for  public  health  and  safety,  for  peace 
and  human  security,  for  the  basic  biological  produc¬ 
tivity  of  the  planet  upon  which  all  life  depends.  The 
potential  consequences  of  extreme  climate  change 
are  quite  scary.  The  capacity  of  the  earth  to  sustain 
our  human  civilization  as  we  know  it  today  may  be 
in  jeopardy.  If  this  is  true  (and  the  evidence  seems 
compelling),  we  as  a  society  cannot  wait  until  we  see 
the  "freight  train"  before  we  jump.  We  must  act  now 
to  avert  dangerous  climate  change. 

Yet,  how  can  we  move  ourselves,  our  communities, 
our  nation,  and  our  world  to  prevent  it,  if  most  peo¬ 
ple  don't  even  see  it  coming? 

No  one  wants  to  be  an  alarmist  or  a  prophet  of 
doom.  Those  who  try  often  find  that  no  one  wants 
to  listen  after  a  while.  The  issue  is  too  remote,  too 
depressing,  too  big.  People  feel  powerless  and  can 
easily  become  overwhelmed  and  disengaged. 

Yet,  we  still  need  to  begin  now  to  talk  about  avert¬ 
ing  dangerous  climate  change.  Everyone.  Because 
everyone  is  part  of  the  problem,  everyone  is  going 
to  be  affected,  and  everyone  needs  to  be  part  of  the 
solution.  And,  scientists  believe  we  may  still  have 
time  to  prevent  the  most  extreme  climate  changes,  if 
we  act  together  now.  There  is  hope.  We  have  a  win¬ 
dow  of  opportunity. 


The  movie  "An  Inconvenient  Truth"  is  a  good  place 
to  start.  If  you  have  not  seen  it  yet,  please  do — and 
watch  it  with  a  friend.  It  presents  a  compelling  story 
of  "the  planetary  emergency  of  global  warming  and 
what  we  can  do  about  it." 

When  you  get  home,  contact  your  members  of  Con¬ 
gress.  Urge  them  to  see  it.  Ask  them  what  they 
are  going  to  do  to  prevent  harmful  global  climate 
change.  Let  them  know  that  you  believe  it  is  urgent 
and  important  that  Congress  act  now.  (See  some 
suggestions  inside.)  They  need  to  hear  support  from 
their  constituents  before  they  will  make  the  difficult 
choices  that  need  to  be  made. 

But  don't  stop  there.  The  mid-term  congressional 
campaign  season  is  under  way.  Ask  the  candidates 
what  they  plan  to  do  to  reduce  greenhouse  gas  emis- 
sicms.  (See  some  questions  on  page  8.)  To  meet  these 
challenges,  our  nation  will  need  wise,  informed, 
responsive,  accountable  leaders  in  government  and 
strong  democratic  institutions. 

Averting  dangerous  climate  change  will  demand  the 
best  of  each  of  us.  As  people  and  communities  of 
faith,  we  have  much  to  contribute  and  draw  upon: 
love,  faith,  hope,  trust,  compassion,  courage,  and 
respect  for  the  basic  human  dignity  of  each  person. 
Take  heart:  the  supply  is  infinite. 

If  we  begin  now,  who  knows,  we  may  find  that  this 
was  the  best  thing  that  ever  happened  to  us — draw¬ 
ing  our  communities  and  nation  together  in  com¬ 
mon  cause;  focusing  on  what  is  most  important  in 
life;  discovering  the  blessings  of  voluntary  simplic¬ 
ity;  advancing  the  common  good;  and  leaving  the 
world  a  better  place  for  our  grandchildren.  ■ 


Seeking  An  Earth  Restored 
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How  Much  Does  a  Gallon  of  Gas  Really  Cost? 


The  price  we  pay  for  gasoline  at  the  pump,  although 
it  seems  high  today  at  $3-plus  per  gallon,  doesn't 
begin  to  cover  the  full  social  cost  of  our  oil  con¬ 
sumption. 

Burning  petroleum  fuel  fouls  the  air,  increasing 
illness  and  pre-mature  death  for  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  people  due  to  respiratory  ailments.  The 
greenhouse  gases  that  are  emitted  contribute  signifi¬ 
cantly  to  global  climate  change,  the  costs  of  which 
will  be  borne  by  future  generations.  Arguably,  the 
root  causes  of  the  wars  in  Iraq  and  Afghanistan  can 
be  traced  to  U.S.  and  global  oil  dependence. 

None  of  these  extra  costs  are  included  in  the  price 
we  pay  at  the  pump.  Thus,  the  full  costs  of  petro¬ 
leum  consumption  are  not  necessarily  paid  by  the 
people  who  consume  it.  Instead,  others  pay  the 
extra  costs — those  who  are  most  susceptible  to  respi¬ 
ratory  ailments,  the  victims  of  oil  wars,  taxpayers, 
and  future  generations. 

So,  how  much  do  these  "externalities"  cost?  Esti¬ 
mates  vary  widely — from  zero  to  more  than  a  tril¬ 
lion  dollars  per  year.  Loren  Cobb  has  provided 
a  helpful  analysis  ("Oil  Addiction:  The  External 
Costs  of  Petroleum  Use,"  The  Quaker  Economist  #142, 
http://tqe.quaker.org).  Cobb  estimates: 

■  Health  costs  of  air  pollution  from  petroleum  use  (esti¬ 
mated  usin^  damage  function  method):  $300  billion 
per  year, 

■  Government  spending  on  roadmiy  construction, 
maintenance,  and  research  (beyond  those  funded 
through  fuel  taxes,  tolls,  and  registration  fees):  $75  bil¬ 
lion  per  year,  and 

■  Net  economic  impact  of  petroleum-related  global 
warming  (excluding  discounted  future  effects):  $25 
billion  per  year. 

To  this  analysis,  we  at  FCNL  would  add: 

■  Approximate  military  cost  of  securing  the  flow 
of  Persian  Gulf  oil  (National  Defense  Council 
Foundation):  $49  billicm  per  year. 

■  Approximate  military  cost  of  the  wars  in  Iraq 
and  Afghanistan:  $100  billion  per  year. 


By  this  estimate,  the  total  annual  costs  that  are  not 
included  in  the  price  of  gasoline  (and  other  petro¬ 
leum-based  products  that  we  use)  are  roughly  $350 
billion.  According  to  the  Department  of  Energy,  in 
2005,  the  U.S.  consumed  about  317  billion  gallons  of 
petroleum  (20.6  million  barrels  per  day).  This  means 
that  for  every  gallon  of  gas  (or  diesel,  jet  fuel,  heat¬ 
ing  oil,  plastic,  etc.)  consumed,  society  paid  an  extra 
$1.74  per  gallon. 

Congress  should  consider  shifting  these  costs  to 
petroleum  consumers  through  increased  taxes  on 
petroleum  products,  phased  in  over  time,  while  pro¬ 
viding  offsets  for  low-income  households  during  an 
initial  period  of  adjustment. 

An  additional  $1.74  tax  on  oil  could  bring  about  a 
number  of  social  benefits.  Consumers  and  indus¬ 
try  would  conserve  and  invest  in  energy  efficiency. 
They  would  demand  and  develop  more  fuel  efficient 
vehicles  and  renewable  fuels.  More  people  would 
seek  places  to  live  where  they  would  not  need  to 
owm  a  car.  Demand  for  public  and  alternative  trans¬ 
portation  would  increase.  Urban  air  quality  would 
improve.  Greenhouse  gas  emissions  would  decline. 
The  U.S.  w'ould  save  the  hundreds  of  billions  it  now 
spends  importing  oil.  U.S.  foreign  policies  would 
no  longer  be  driven  by  the  imperatives  of  oil  depen¬ 
dence.  Military  spending  could  be  cut.  And  that's 
just  for  starters!  ■ 
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Legislators  Call  for  Action  to  Avert 
Harmful  Climate  Change:  It's  a  Tall  Order 


If  the  environmental,  economic,  and  social  chal¬ 
lenges  of  climate  change  are  significant,  the  political 
challenges  in  Washington  seem  even  greater. 

In  order  to  avoid  harmful  climate  change,  scientists 
believe  average  global  temperatures  must  be  pre¬ 
vented  from  rising  more  than  2  degrees  (Celsius) 
above  pre-industrial  levels.  (So  far  the  temperature 
has  increased  about  1.4  degrees.)  To  do  this,  sci¬ 
entists  estimate  that  atmospheric  concentrations  of 
carbon  dioxide  must  be  stabilized  at  about  450  parts 
per  million  (ppm).  (Today,  the  concentration  is  about 
380  ppm,  up  from  about  317  ppm  in  1960.)  Scientists 
estimate  that  this  will  require  reducing  global  green¬ 
house  gas  emissions  80%  below  1990  levels  by  2050. 

That  is  a  tall  order,  given  a  growing  global  popula¬ 
tion  and  continuing  energy  poverty  and  human 
development  challenges  in  much  of  the  world.  If 
current  trends  continue  unchanged,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Energy  projects  that  U.S.  and  global  fossil 
fuel  use  will  continue  to  increase  steadily  in  the 
decades  ahead,  contributing  to  a  75%  increase  in  car¬ 
bon  dioxide  emissions  over  2003  levels  by  2030. 

Congressional  Action 

Many  members  of  Congress  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  recognize  the  potential  threat  posed  by  danger¬ 
ous  climate  change,  and  many  are  acting  individual¬ 
ly.  However,  they  still  have  a  long  way  to  go  to  build 
a  consensus  on  whether  and  how  to  act  together. 

In  May,  quite  unexpectedly,  the  House  Interior 
Appropriations  subcommittee  approved,  as  part  of 
its  spending  bill,  a  provision  calling  for  the  U.S.  to 
act  soon  to  limit  greenhouse  gas  emissions.  Rep. 
Dicks  (WA)  led  the  successful  effort.  The  non-bind¬ 
ing  resolution  says: 

It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  there  should  be  enacted 
a  comprehensive  and  ejfective  national  program  of  manda¬ 
tory,  market-based  limits  and  incentives  on  emissions  of 
greenhouse  gases  that  slozv,  stop,  and  reverse  the  growth  of 
such  emissions  at  a  rate  and  in  a  manner  that  (1)  will  not 
significantly  harm  the  United  States  economy;  and  (2)  will 
encourage  comparable  action  by  other  nations  that  are  major 
trading  partners  and  key  contributors  to  global  emissions. 


ACT  NOW:  Powerful  special  interests  on  Capitol 
Hill  are  continuing  to  prevent  action  to  avert  harm¬ 
ful  climate  change.  We  need  your  help  to  turn  the 
tide.  Please  contact  your  representative  and  senators. 
Urge  your  representative  to  cosponsor  the  "Safe  Cli¬ 
mate  Act  of  2006"  (H.R.  5642).  Urge  your  senators  to 
cosponsor  the  "Global  Warming  Pollution  Reduction 
Act  of  2006"  (S.  3698). 


This  is  the  first  time  any  such  language  has  advanced 
so  far  in  the  House.  However,  the  victory  was  short¬ 
lived.  Opponents  stripped  the  resolution  from  the  bill 
on  procedural  grounds  before  it  moved  to  the  floor 
for  a  vote.  Reps.  Obey  (Wl)  and  Dicks  (WA)  may  seek 
other  opportunities  this  session  to  attach  the  provi¬ 
sion  to  other  bills.  The  Senate  had  apprewed  similar 
language  in  its  version  of  the  energy  bill  last  year,  but 
that  provision  was  also  stripped  out  of  the  bill  by  the 
conference  committee. 

In  June,  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hill,  a  bipartisan 
group  of  40  senators  led  by  Sens.  Durbin  (IL),  Collins 
(ME),  Nelson  (FL),  Chafee  (RI),  and  Bingaman  (NM) 
wrote  to  President  Bush  saying: 

"Last  year,  the  resolution  passed  by  the  Senate  called 
on  Congress  to  enact  a  national  program  of  mandatory 
limits  on  global  warming  pollution  that  slows,  stops,  and 
reverses  emissions.  Wc  believe  we  should  begin  acting 
now  to  reduce  emissions  from  current  levels  within  10 
years.  U.S.  action  on  global  warming  is  long  overdue.  As 
we  consider  legislation  to  address  global  warming,  we  urge 
you  to  provide  leadership  on  this  critical  issue  by  support¬ 
ing  our  effort." 

New  Climate  Change  Bills  Offered 

In  June,  Rep.  Waxman  (CA)  introduced  the  "Safe 
Climate  Act  of  2006"  (H.R.  5642)  and  in  July,  Sens. 
Jeffords  (VT)  and  Boxer  (CA)  introduced  similar  leg¬ 
islation,  the  "Global  Warming  Pollution  Reduction 
Act  of  2006"  (S.  3698).  Both  bills  would  reduce  U.S. 
greenhouse  gas  emissions  80%  below  1990  levels  by 
2050.  H.R.  5642  would  freeze  U.S.  greenhouse  gas 
emissions  in  2010  at  2009  levels,  cut  emissions  2%  per 
year  down  to  1990  levels  by  2020,  and  cut  emissions 

Continued  on  page  5 
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Legislators  Call  for  Action  (continued  from  paged) 

5%  per  year  thereafter  reaching  the  emissions  reduc¬ 
tion  goal  by  2050.  S.  3698  would  reduce  emissions 
following  a  different  schedule  but  would  meet  the 
same  goal  by  2050. 

Both  bills  would  authorize  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  to  establish  mandatory  annual  caps 
on  emissions  from  the  electric  power  and  other 
industry  sources,  allow  for  an  emissions  trading 
program,  promote  significant  energy  efficiency 
improvements  throughout  the  economy,  set  rigor¬ 
ous  emissions  standards  for  vehicles,  and  acceler¬ 
ate  the  development  and  use  of  renewable  energy. 

S.  3698  would  also  promote  geological  sequestration 
of  greenhouse  gases,  locking  it  up  for  all  time  deep 
underground,  and  biological  sequestration  of  carbon 
through  reforestation  and  agricultural  programs. 


Living  Better;  Using  Less 

Looking  for  ideas  about  how  you  can  live  better, 
using  less?  Check  out  QEW  Tips,  “How  to  Fight 
Global  Warming,"  at  Quaker  Earthcare  Witness  at 
http;/ / www.quakerearthcare.org. 

Or  go  to  Take  Action  at  the  "An  Inconvenient  Truth" 
website  at  http://www.climatecrisis.org/ 


Introducing  H.R.  5642,  Rep.  Waxman  observed: 
"Global  warming  is  the  greatest  environmental  chal¬ 
lenge  of  our  time,  and  we  have  a  short  window  in 
w'hich  to  act  to  prevent  profound  changes  to  the  cli¬ 
mate  system. . .  The  Safe  Climate  Act  sets  targets  and 
then  unleashes  market  forces  and  American  ingenu¬ 
ity  to  solve  the  climate  problem." 

Introducing  S.  3698,  Sen.  Jeffords  challenged  his  col¬ 
leagues  saying:  "We  know  w^hat  we  need  to  do,  w'e 
know'  how  much  we  must  reduce,  and  w'e  have  the 
technology  to  do  so.  The  question  for  this  body  is, 
do  we  have  the  political  will?  Can  we  overcome  our 
fears  and  insecurity  and  act  decisively  to  combat 
global  warming?" 

Increase  Fuel  Economy  Standard 

The  technology  exists  for  vehicles  in  the  U.S.  to  be 
much  more  fuel  efficient  than  the  current  27.5  mile 
per  gallon  (mpg)  average  standard  for  new'  cars,  as 


the  article  on  page  6  indicates.  How'ever,  raising  the 
corporate  average  fuel  economy  (CAFE)  standard 
remains  an  uphill  struggle  in  Congress. 

Reps.  Boehlert  (NY),  Markey  (MA),  and  dozens  of 
members  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  have  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  (H.R.  3762)  to  increase  the  CAFE  stan¬ 
dard  for  new'  cars  to  33  mpg  by  2016.  Sens.  Feinstein 
(CA),  Snowe  (ME),  and  several  cither  senators  w'ould 
go  farther  and  increase  the  standard  to  35  mpg  by 
2017  -  including  light  trucks  (S.  3543). 

The  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  estimates  that 
increasing  the  CAFE  standard  to  33  mpg  w'ill  reduce 
U.S.  oil  demand  by  1.4  million  barrels  per  day  by 
2020,  save  consumers  $55  billion  per  year  at  the  gas 
pump,  create  more  jobs,  and  reduce  U.S.  greenhouse 
gas  emissions  by  244  million  metric  tons  per  year. 

S.  3543  and  H.R.  3762  are  positive  steps  in  the  right 
direction,  but  we  at  FCNL  believe  Congress  should 
set  a  higher  standard  of  at  least  40  mpg  by  2016. 

This  is  certainly  an  achievable  goal:  the  European 
Union  (EU)  and  Japan  are  already  there!  According 
to  researchers  at  the  Pew'  Center  on  Global  Climate 
Change,  the  EU  has  set  a  goal  of  over  44  mpg  by 
2008,  including  light  trucks,  up  from  37  mpg  in  2002; 
and  Japan  has  set  a  goal  of  48  mpg  by  2010,  up  from 
46  mpg  in  2002.  ■ 


ACT  NOW:  Please  contact  your  legislators  and  urge 
them  to  increase  CAFE  standard  to  40  mpg  or  more. 


"More  Profit  with  Less  Carbon" 

"A  basic  misunderstanding  skeios  the  entire  climate 
debate.  Experts  on  both  sides  claim  that  protecting  the 
earth's  climate  will  force  a  trade-off  between  the  envi¬ 
ronment  and  the  economy. . .  Yet  both  sides  are  wrong. 
If  properly  done,  climate  protection  would  actually 
reduce  costs,  not  raise  them.  Using  energy  more  effi¬ 
ciently  offers  an  economic  bonanza— not  because  of 
the  benefits  of  stopping  global  warming  but  because 
saving  fossil  fuel  is  a  lot  cheaper  than  buying  it. 

"The  world  abounds  zvith  proi^en  ways  to  use  energy 
more  productwely,  and  smart  businesses  are  leapmg  to 
exploit  them." 

— Amory  Lovins,  Scientific  American,  Sept.  2005 
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Coming  Soon? 

Cars  That  Get  300  Miles  Per  Gallon  of  Gas? 


One  key  to  reducing  U.S.  oil  dependence  and  green¬ 
house  gas  emissions  is  to  make  cars  and  trucks 
much  more  efficient.  The  other  key  is  to  build  cars 
and  trucks  that  can  use  non-fossil,  renewable  fuels 
instead  of  petroleum-based  fuels. 

A  new  kind  of  car  has  been  developed  that  holds 
promise  to  achieve  both  goals,  using  existing  tech¬ 
nologies:  a  flex-fuel,  plug-in,  hybrid  gas-electric.  It 
can  travel  potentially  hundreds  of  miles  for  each  gal¬ 
lon  of  gasoline. 

The  best  hybrid  gas-electric  vehicles  on  the  road 
today  get  between  50  and  60  miles  per  gallon  (mpg) 
of  gas.  If  additional  rechargeable  (plug-in)  batteries 
are  installed  to  allow  the  hybrid  car  to  drive  for  the 
first  30-40  miles  on  battery  power,  the  average  range 
of  most  driving  trips,  then  the  gasoline  fuel  efficien¬ 
cy  could  increase  to  100  mpg  or  more.  If  the  car  is 
also  equipped  with  a  “flex-fuel"  system,  it  could  run 


Too  Many  Cars  on  the  Road  Already? 

In  2004,  about  243  million  registered  vehicles 
of  all  kinds  were  on  the  road  in  the  U.S.,  out 
of  about  826  million  worldwide.  Well,  get 
ready:  forecasters  at  Princeton's  Climate  Miti¬ 
gation  Initiative  think  as  many  as  2  billion 
light  vehicles  could  be  on  the  roads  by  2054 
(globally)  if  current  trends  continue, 
http:/ / www.princeton.edu/~cmi  / 

That  many  cars  will  place  huge  burdens  on 
the  earth  and  climate — the  materials  to  make 
them,  the  energy  to  drive  them,  their  emis¬ 
sions  and  wastes,  the  highways  to  carry  them, 
and  the  junk  yards  to  recycle  them. 

Governments  need  to  act  now  to  slow  this 
trend  and  create  positive  alternatives  for  car- 
free  living:  ending  policies  that  encourage 
suburban  sprawl;  encouraging  the  creation  of 
car-free  communities;  expanding  affordable 
housing  near  where  people  work;  expanding 
and  improving  public  transportation;  and  cre¬ 
ating  dedicated  bikeways. 


ACT  NOW:  Rep.  Smith  (TX)  has  introduced  the 
“Plug-In  Hybrid  Electric  Vehicle  Act  of  2006"  (H.R. 
5538)  which  would  establish  federal  research,  devel¬ 
opment,  commercialization,  and  demonstration  pro¬ 
grams.  Rep.  Biggert  (IL)  recently  incorporated  H.R. 
5538  into  a  broader  bill,  the  “Energy  Research,  Devel¬ 
opment,  Demonstration,  and  Commercial  Applica¬ 
tion  Act  of  2006"  (H.R.  5656).  Please  urge  your  rep¬ 
resentative  to  support  research,  development,  and 
commercialization  for  plug-in  hybrids  today. 


on  a  fuel  mix  that  contains  85%  ethanol  and  only 
15%  gasoline,  potentially  increasing  its  gasoline  fuel 
efficiency  many  times  over. 

Successful  prototypes  have  been  built  in  university 
labs.  However,  a  number  of  challenges  remain 
to  make  these  vehicles  commercially  competitive. 
Engineers  need  to  develop  and  produce  longer 
lasting,  lighter  weight,  less  expensive  batteries. 

The  auto  industry  needs  to  be  convinced  that  a 
big  enough  market  will  exist  to  justify  developing 
and  producing  these  cars.  The  renewable  fuel 
industry  still  has  a  ways  to  go  to  demonstrate 
the  commercial  viability  of  biomass  ethanol 
production,  which  promises  to  be  much  cleaner 
and  greener  than  today's  fossil-fuel-dependent, 
corn-based  ethanol.  And,  many  more  gas  stations 
across  the  country  need  to  install  E-85  ethanol  fuel 
pumps.  Progress  is  being  made  in  each  area. 

Vehicles  such  as  these  would  go  a  long  way  toward 
reducing  U.S.  oil  dependence  and  greenhouse  gas 
emissions.  Transportation  consumes  more  than 
70%  of  the  oil  used  in  the  U.S.,  and  it  is  the  fastest 
growing  energy  consuming  sector  in  the  economy, 
according  to  the  Department  of  Energy.  The  U.S. 
transportation  sector  accounts  for  one-third  of  all 
U.S.  greenhouse  gas  emissions,  emitting  more  green¬ 
house  gases  than  in  any  other  entire  country  except 
China  (Pew  Center  on  Global  Climate  Change). 

With  new  transportation  technologies  and  alterna¬ 
tive  fuels  such  as  these  fully  deployed,  the  U.S. 
could  dramatically  reduce  its  oil  dependence  within 
decades. 


FCNL  Legislative  Priorities  include  protect¬ 
ing  the  environment  and  eliminating  a  root 
cause  of  violent  conflict — dependency  on  fos¬ 
sil  fuel.  We  advocate  conservation  of  energy 
and  switching  to  the  use  of  renewable  energy 
sources. 


Let's  also  leave  the  next  generation  a  strong 
Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation. 


Politicians  speak  of  "leaving  a  legacy  on 
national  or  world  affairs."  You  can  create 
your  own  legacy  for  peace  and  justice,  by 
naming  either  the  Friends  Committee  on  Nation¬ 
al  Legislation  or  the  FCNL  Education  Fund  in 
your  will. 


Bequests  enable  friends  of  FCNL  to  under¬ 
write  the  future  work  and  witness  of  this 
organization.  And  bequests  made  to  the 
FCNL  Education  Fund  become  a  charitable 
contribution  for  your  estate. 


Want  more  information?  Contact  Tim  Barner 
at  FCNL.  Email;  tim@fcnl.org,  or  call  1-800- 
630-1330. 
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Jeffords  Offers  Green  Building  Bill 


In  June,  Sen.  Jeffords  (VT)  introduced  the  "High- 
Performance  Green  Building  Act  of  2006"  (S.  3591) 
which  would  set  green  environmental  and  energy 
efficiency  standards  for  federal  buildings. 

The  Alliance  to  Save  Energy  reports  that  buildings 
consume  39  percent  of  all  energy  in  the  U.S.  It  esti¬ 
mates  that  with  stronger  national  building  energy 
codes,  appliance  standards,  labeling,  and  informa¬ 
tion  programs,  the  U.S.  could  reduce  its  total  energy 
consumption  by  more  than  5%  by  2020. 

The  federal  government  owns,  operates,  and  leases 
thousands  of  buildings  across  the  country  and 
around  the  world.  As  such,  it  could  be  a  tremen¬ 
dous  market  leader  in  the  area  of  building  and 
retrofitting  energy  efficient,  green  buildings.  Sen. 
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Let's  Leave  the  Next  Generation  ^ 

A  Living  Planet  9 


Jeffords'  bill  would  have  the  federal  government 
set  a  new  standard.  ■ 


ACT  NOW:  Please  contact  your  senators.  Urge 
them  to  cosponsor  the  "High-Performance  Green 
Building  Act  of  2006"  (S.  3591). 


Sen.  Jim  Jeffords  signs  the  guest  book  during  a  tour  of 
FCNL's  new  green  building  last  fall.  Perhaps  he  found 
some  encouragement  and  inspiration  in  its  many  environ- 
mentally-friendly  features?  We  hope  he  and  others  will! 


FCNL's  Building  Recognized 
for  Sustainable  Design 

The  Maryland/DC  Chapter  of  the  National  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Industrial  and  Office  Properties  in  May 
recognized  the  new  FCNL  building  with  an  award 
for  "Best  Environmentally  Friendly  Building." 

The  award  cited  FCNL  and  its  general  contrac¬ 
tor,  Kfoury  Construction,  for  "a  building  that  has 
exceeded  current  criteria  for  sustainable  design 
through  any  or  all  of  the  following:  energy  effi¬ 
ciency,  use  of  recycled  materials,  maximization  of 
green  space,  alternative  energy  sources,  and  other 
such  measures." 
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Oil  Dependence  and  Climate  Change: 
Questions  for  2006  Candidates 


After  the  November  elections,  will  your  legislators 
be  ready  and  willing  to  address  the  challenge  of 
ending  U.S.  oil  dependence  and  averting  harmful 
climate  change?  You  can  help  get  them  ready.  Dur¬ 
ing  this  campaign  season,  join  with  like-minded 
friends.  Organize  a  candidate  forum.  Put  this  issue 
on  their  agenda.  Ask  them: 

■  What  will  you  do  to  help  end  our  country's  dan¬ 
gerous  oil  dependence?  (FCNL's  answer:  Support 
policies  that  reduce  oil  demand,  increase  fuel 
efficiency,  and  expand  renewable  fuel  production 
and  distribution.) 

■  What  will  you  do  to  help  avert  harmful  climate 
change?  (FCNL's  answer:  Support  policies  that 
promote  energy  conservation,  increase  energy 
efficiency,  cap,  reduce,  and  capture  fossil  fuel 
carbon  emissions,  and  increase  development  and 
use  of  renewable  energy.) 

■  Specifically,  what  do  you  think  Congress  should 
do  to  encourage  energy  conservation,  improve 
energy  efficiency,  and  expand  development  and 
use  of  renewable  energy? 

■  What  will  you  do  to  limit  the  power  and  influ¬ 
ence  of  vested  interests  (such  as  the  fossil  fuel, 
auto,  and  electric  power  industries)  in  develop¬ 
ing  U.S.  energy  and  climate  change  policies? 


our  country's  harmful  dependence  on  oil  and 
other  fossil  fuels? 

■  How  can  the  U.S.  work  with  developing  coun¬ 
tries  such  as  China  and  India,  to  help  meet  their 
growing  energy  and  human  development  needs, 
while  also  controlling  their  greenhouse  gas 
emissions?  ■ 


The  Un-coal 

"The  un-coal:  by  investing  in  energy  efficiency,  we 
would  vastly  reduce  carbon  dioxide  emissions  and 
save  money." 

"There  is  a  low-tech  zvay  to  sequester  carbon  diox¬ 
ide:  Don't  dig  up  so  much  of  it  in  the  first  place. 
Princeton  University's  Carbon  Mitigation  Initiative 
concludes  that  using  the  most  efficient  building 
technologies  for  commercial  and  residential  build¬ 
ings  [globally,  now  through  2055]  could  avert 
as  much  carbon  dioxide  as  is  produced  by  800  one 
giga-watt  coal  power  plants.  Doubling  automo¬ 
tive  efficiency— possible  with  existing  technol¬ 
ogy— would  achieve  the  same.  Do  both  and  you've 
canceled  out  the  emissions  of  1,600  coal  power 
plants— more  than  all  the  coal  plants  proposed  glob¬ 
ally  today." 


■  What  will  you  do  to  help  low-income  households 
make  ends  meet  while  at  the  same  time  reducing 


— David  Talbot,  Technology  Review, 
July/August  2006 
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